










































IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a 
candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or 
other sensitive natural community identified in local or 
regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally 
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
h drolo ical interru tion, or other means? 

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native 
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with 
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or 
im ede the use of native wildlife nurse sites? 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or 
ordinance? 

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, 
or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

DISCUSSION OF BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
lncor orated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

The proposed 2019 Housing Element amendment would not result in any direct or indirect 
physical changes to the environment. The Housing Element Update does not change programs 
or policies that provide regulatory guidance for biological issues. These issues are dealt with in 
the Conservation, Open Space and Park Element of the General Plan and in the following articles 
of the Land Use and Development Code: Article 5 - Resource Management and Article 6- Site 
Development Regulations. The 2019 Housing Element Update does not recommend any 
changes to the ILUDC or the CLUDC that would impact biological resources. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have a No Impact on Biological Resources. 

v. CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of 
a historical resource ursuant to 15064.5? 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of 
an archaeolo ical resource ursuant to 15064.5? 

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred 
outside of formal cemeteries? 

Less Than Less Than Significant with 
Mitigation Significant No Impact 

lncor orated Impact 
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DISCUSSION OF CULTURAL RESOURCES 
The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment. The Housing Element Update does not change programs or policies that provide 
regulatory guidance for cultural resources. These issues are dealt with in the Conservation, Open 
Space, Energy and Parks Element of the General Plan and in Chapter 18. 7 4 Cultural Resource 
Protection of the Inland Land Use and Development Code and Chapter 17.74 Cultural Resource 
Protection of the Coastal Land Use and Development Code . The 2019 Housing Element does 
not recommend any changes to either Land Use and Development Code that would impact 
cultural resources. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have No Impact on Cultural Resources. 

VI. ENERGY 

Potentially Less Than Less Than Significant with Significant Mitigation Significant No Impact 
Impact lncor orated Impact 

a) Result in a potentially significant environmental impact due 
to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of 

□ □ □ ~ energy, or wasteful use of energy resources, during project 
construction or operation? 

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable 
□ □ □ ~ ener or ener efficienc ? 

DISCUSSION OF ENERGY 
All future development in Fort Bragg would be subject to Part 5 (California Energy Code) of Title 
24 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR), which contains performance and prescriptive 
compliance approaches for achieving energy efficiency for residential and non-residential 
buildings throughout California. 

The following proposed programs could have a minor impact on energy use: 
Program H-7.1.1 Recycling: Consider revising the zoning ordinance so that all multi-family 
residential developments provide a centralized drop-off location for recyclables and 
compostable materials. 

Program H-7.1.2 Rainwater Capture & Drought Tolerant Landscaping: Consider revising 
the zoning ordinance to incentivize the installation of cisterns to capture rainwater from 
roofs for all water needs. Consider revising the zoning ordinance to require drought 
tolerant landscaping for landscaped areas in commercial and multi-family residential uses. 

Program H-7.1.3 Sustainable Building Techniques: Encourage housing that includes 
environmental benefits such as energy conservation, green building, water conservation, 
and recycling. 

Program H-7 .1.4 Passive Solar Design Strategies: Consider revising the zoning ordinance 
to incentivize or require passive solar design strategies for space heating and lighting to 
reduce energy demand to the extent feasible in all residential and mixed-use buildings and 
in site design. Alternatively, revise the Citywide Design Guidelines to require passive solar 
and prefer active solar installations for all projects of more than 5,000 SF. 
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Program H-7.1.5 Energy Retrofit Program: Continue to apply for and administer funds to 
assist residents with energy conservation retrofits and weatherization resources. 
Continue to partner with community services agencies to provide financial assistance for 
low-income persons to offset the cost of weatherization and heating and cooling homes. 

However, if these programs are implemented the action of revising the ILUDC and CLUDC will 
require environmental review (CEQA) at which time a through review will be completed. If 
implemented these programs would reduce energy use and would not require mitigation 
measures. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have a No Impact on Energy. 

VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse 
effects, includin the risk of loss, in'ur , or death involvin : 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State 
Geologist for the area or based on other 
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 
42. 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 
Ii uefaction? 

iv) Landslides? 
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that 
would become unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral 
s readin , subsidence, Ii uefaction or calla se? 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of 
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial 
direct or indirect risks to life or ro ert ? 

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems 
where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste 
water? 

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature? 

DISCUSSION OF GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
lncor orated 

□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□· 

□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

No Impact 

The City of Fort Bragg is located in an area that is known for seismic activity, however, the City is 
not within a currently established State of California Earthquake Fault Zone for surface fault 
rupture hazards and there are no known active fault traces in the immediate project vicinity. The 
nearest Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone to the project site is associated with the North San 
Andreas Fault system and located approximately 6.5 miles west of the site, which is the most 
likely source of earth shaking. The Maacama Fault zone is approximately 21 miles to the east of 
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the City; the Mendocino Fault zone is approximately 60 miles to the northwest; and the Pacific 
Star Fault is located between the towns of Fort Bragg and Westport, all of which could potentially 
cause earth shaking activity. 

The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment. The 2019 Housing Element Update does not change programs or policies that 
provide regulatory guidance for regulating development based on geology and soils. These issues 
are dealt with in the Public Safety Element of the General Plan and in Article 6 - Site Development 
Regulations of the Inland and Coastal Land Use and Development Codes. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have a No Impact on Geology and Soils. 

VIII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. 

Potentially Less Than Less Than Significant with Significant Mitigation Significant No Impact 
Impact lncor orated 

Impact 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions (GHG), either directly 

□ ~ □ □ or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the 
environment? 

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation 

□ □ ~ □ adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of 
reenhouse ases? 

DISCUSSION OF GREENHOUSE GAS EMMISSIONS 
The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment. The 2019 Housing Element Update does not change programs or policies that 
provide regulatory guidance for regulating development based Greenhouse Gas emissions. 
These issues are dealt with in the Sustainability Element of the General Plan. 

The City is located within the North Coast Air Basin (NCAB) and is subject to the Mendocino 
County Air Quality Management District (MCAQMD) requirements. The MCAQMD is responsible 
for monitoring and enforcing federal, State, and local air quality standards in the County of 
Mendocino. MCAQMD has issued a recommendation that agencies use adopted Bay Area Air 
Quality Management District (BAAQMD) CEQA thresholds for projects in Mendocino County. 
BAAQMD does not have an adopted Threshold of Significance for construction-related GHG 
emissions. Therefore, the Lead Agency is encouraged to incorporate best management practices 
to reduce GHG emissions during construction, as feasible and applicable, in accordance with 
Assembly Bill (AB) 32, also known as The Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. The City of 
Fort Bragg adopted a Climate Action Plan in 2012. The plan sets greenhouse gas reduction goals 
including a 30% reduction in greenhouse gasses for the municipality by 2020, and a 7% reduction 
goal for the community by 2020. 

If implemented some of the Housing Element policies could reduce green house gas emissions 
and climate change by increasing residential density in a small compact city which would reduce 
vehicle miles travels and GHG emissions. Additionally, if the programs are implemented the 
action of revising the ILUDC and CLUDC will require environmental review (CEQA) at which time 
a through review will be completed. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have No Impact on Greenhouse Gas Emissions. 
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IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials? 

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident 
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into 
the environment? 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely 
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one
uarter mile of an existin or ro osed school? 

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous 
materials sites complied pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a 
si nificant hazard to the ublic or the environment? 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, 
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles 
of a public airport or public use airport, would the project 
result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people 
residing or working in the pro·ect area? 

f) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere with an 
adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation Ian? 

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to 
a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland 
fires? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

DISCUSSION OF HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
lncor orated 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

No Impact 

A material is considered hazardous if it appears on a list of hazardous materials prepared by a 
federal, state, or local agency, or has characteristics defined as hazardous by a federal, State, or 
local agency. Chemical and physical properties such as toxicity, ignitability, corrosiveness, and 
reactivity cause a substance to be considered hazardous. These properties are defined in the 
California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 22, §66261.20-66261.24. A "hazardous waste" 
includes any hazardous material that is discarded, abandoned, or will be recycled. Therefore, the 
criteria that render a material hazardous also cause a waste to be classified as hazardous 
(California Health and Safety Code, §25117). 

The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment. The 2019 Housing Element Update does not change programs or policies that 
provide regulatory guidance for regulating development based on hazards or hazardous 
materials. These issues are dealt with in the Public Safety Element of the General Plan and in 
Article 6 - Site Development Regulations of the Land Use and Development Code. Additionally, 
the City is not lo.cated within an airport land use plan nor does it have an active air strip within City 
Limits. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have No Impact on Hazards or Hazardous Materials. 
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or 

round water ualit ? 
b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 

substantially with groundwater recharge such that the 
project may impede sustainable groundwater management 
of the basin? 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site 
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a 
stream or river or through the addition of impervious 
surfaces, in a manner, which would: 

i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off
site? 

ii) Substantially increase the rate or amount of 
surface runoff in a manner which would result in 
floodin on- or off-site? 

iii) Create or contribute runoff water which would 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of olluted runoff? 

iv) Impede or redirect flood flows? 

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of 
ollutants due to ro·ect inundation? 

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality 
control plan or sustainable groundwater management 
plan? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
□ 

□ 

DISCUSSION OF HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
lncor orated 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
□ 

□ 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
□ 

□ 

No Impact 

The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment. The 2019 Housing Element Update does not change programs or policies that 
provide regulatory guidance for regulating development based on hydrology or water quality. 
These issues are dealt with in the Public Safety and Conservation, Open Space, Energy and 
Parks Elements of the Inland General Plan and the Coastal General Plan and in Article 6 - Site 
Development Regulations and Article 5- Resource Management of the Inland and Coastal Land 
Use and Development Codes. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have No Impact on Hydrology and Water Quqlity. 

XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a) Physically divide an established community? □ 
b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict 

□ with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the 
ur ose of avoidin or miti atin an environmental effect? 

DISCUSSION OF LAND USE AND PLANNING 

Less Than Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation Significant No Impact 

lncor orated Impact 

□ □ ~ 

~ □ □ 
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The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment. The 2019 Housing Element will not divide an established community. 

The 2019 Housing Element is consistent and does not conflict with the City's General Plans. This 
analysis explores potential consistency issues between proposed Housing Element programs, if 
implemented, and the General Plans. Please note that these consistency issues may arise only 
if the City Council implements the program and depending on how the program are implemented 
they may result in an inconsistency. 

A. Potential Density Inconsistency 

The following four programs if, implemented, could conflict , depending on a proposed project's 
parcels size, with the maximum development density levels for: Suburban Residential (1-3 units 
per acre); Low Density Residential (3-6 units per acre) and Medium Density Residential (6 -12 
units per acre). 

Program H-1.3.3 Junior Accessory Dwelling Units: Consider revising the zoning ordinance 
to allow junior accessory dwelling units (units no more than 500 SF and contained entirely 
within an existing single-family structure) in single-family residential and multifamily 
zoning. The Junior Accessory units would be in addition to a second unit, allowing up to 3 
units per parcel by right 
Program H-1.3.5 Allow Tiny Homes as Second Units: Consider revising the zoning 
ordinance so that people can park mobile residencies (residences built under the vehicle 
code) as a second unit, so long at the residence looks like a house (e.g. external siding 
that is compatible with the residential neighborhood, skirted if the wheels would otherwise 
be visible from the public right of way, etc.). 
Program H-1.7.4: Allow Higher Densities by Right. Consider revising the zoning ordinance 
to allow for one or more of the following: 1) allow multi-family development in Medium 
Density and High Density zoning districts (by right) without Use Permit approval; 2) allow 
multi-family development (by right) without use permit approval in all zoning districts if the 
project includes 20 percent or more of its units affordable to lower income household; 
and/or 3) allow multi-family projects of 5 units or less without use permit approval in 
Medium and High density zoning districts. 
Program H-1.7.5: Allow Higher Densities in Single Family Residential Districts with Use 
Permit Approval. Consider revising the zoning ordinance to allow three or four-unit 
developments on larger parcels within Single Family Residential Zoning districts with a 
Use Permit. Consider revisions to the Lot coverage Ratio and Floor Area Ratio to control 
building size and massing. 
Program H-1. 7. 8: Tiny Home Community. Consider adopting new zoning regulations to 
allow for small home subdivisions, with small individual parcel ownership, in all residential 
zoning districts. Consider changing the minimum lot size and minimum parcel dimensions 
of the LUDC to accommodate tiny home communities as part of a planned unit 
development. 

If these programs are implemented the minimum units per acre may need to be revised for 
these zoning districts. This may necessitate a General Plan Amendment to revise the 
Residential Land Use Designation descriptions of the Land Use Element. Mitigation Measure 1 
has been added to address this potential inconsistency. 

Mitigation Measure 1: Undertake a General Plan Amendment to revise the Residential 
Land Use Designation descriptions of the Land Use Element if the implementation or 
programs H-1.3.3, H1.3.5, H-1.74, H-1.7.5 and H-1.7.8 result in a conflict with the maximum 
density permissible in residential zoning districts. 
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B. Potential Annexation Inconsistency 

The following program, if implemented, could conflict with the Land Use Element policies 
regrading annexation as land zoned for single family residential development is likely to conflict 
with Policy LU-2.4 Annexation Standards as a revenue neutral single family residential zoning 
is unlikely to be feasible. 

Program H-2.9.3: Revise Annexation Regulations: Consider revising the regulations 
regarding annexations to increase the amount of land zoned for single family residential 
within City limits, especially as water storage and wastewater treatment are less of a limit 
to the expansion of the City limits, and as some areas adjacent to the City do not have 
sufficient soil conditions for septic systems and/or do not have an onsite water source. 

This potential General Plan conflict could be addresses through an amendment to Policy LU-2.4. 
Mitigation Measure 2 has been added to address this potential inconsistency. 

Mitigation Measure 2: Undertake a General Plan Amendment to revise Policy LU-2.4 if the 
implementation or program H-2.9.3 results in a conflict with the annexation standards of the 
Land Use Element. 

C. Potential Design Review Inconsistency 

The following program, if implemented, could conflict with the following Community Design 
Element policies: Policy CD-2.1 Design Review and Policy CD-2.3 Second Unit Design 
Review. 

Program H-1.7.6: Simplify Design Review for Small Residential Projects. Continue the process of 
revising the Design Review Guidelines to make them more effective. Consider exempting 3 and/or 
4 unit projects from the need to obtain a Design Review permit and/or consider simplifying the 
Design review requirements for 3 and 4 unit projects. 

Mitigation Measure 3 has been added to address this potential inconsistency. 

Mitigation Measure 3: Undertake a General Plan Amendment to revise Policies CD-2.1 and 
CD-2.3 if the implementation or program H-1.7.6 could result in a conflict with the design 
review requirements of these policies of the Community Design Element. 

D. Remaining Programs and Policies of the Housing Element 

Staff has reviewed the remaining programs and policies of the Housing Element and determined 
that there is no evidence of any conflicts between the program and policies of the Housing 
Element and the remainder of the General Plan and Coastal General Plan. 

The 2019 Housing Element Update does not change policies that provide regulatory guidance for 
regulating housing development. The 2019 Housing Element Update does change programs 
that may result in regulatory changes to the Land Use and Development Code which if adopted 
could result in a change in the intensity and density of development within the City of Fort Bragg. 
However the 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to 
the environment. Only subsequent amendments to the LCUDC or ILUDC could result in regulatory 
changes which would result in indirect changes to the environment. However these amendments 
to the C/ILUDC would need to be reviewed under CEQA as a separate project and any impacts 
could be identified at that time with appropriate mitigation measures. 
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Ultimately the 2019 Housing Element will also be Certified by the Coastal Commission and 
become a component of the City's Certified Local Coastal Program. The Coastal Commission's 
actions are CEQA equivalent. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have a Less than Significant with Mitigation on Land Use and 
Planning. 

XII. MINERAL RESOURCES 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the 
state? 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important 
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general 

Ian, s ecific Ian or other land use Ian? 

DISCUSSION OF MINERAL RESOURCES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

Less Than Less Than Significant with 
Mitigation Significant 

lncor orated Impact 
No Impact 

□ □ 

□ □ 

The City does not contain any known mineral resources. The 2019 Housing Element would not 
result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the environment that would effect mineral 
resources. The City does not have any identified locally important mineral resource recovery sites 
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan. Furthermore, the City has 
not been utilized for Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA) activities. Therefore, the 
proposed project would not interfere with materials extraction or otherwise cause a short-term or 
long-term decrease in the availability of mineral resources. No impact would occur. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have No Impact on Mineral Resources. 
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XIII. NOISE. 

Potentially 
Less Than Less Than 

Significant with 
Significant Mitigation 

Significant No Impact 
Impact 

lncor orated 
Impact 

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent 
increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project 

□ □ □ in excess of standard established in the local general plan 
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other 
a encies? 

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
□ □ □ roundborne noise levels? 

DISCUSSION OF NOISE 
The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment. The 2019 Housing Element Update does not change programs or policies that 
provide regulatory guidance for regulating development based on noise. These issues are dealt 
with in the Noise Element of the Inland and Coastal General Plans and in Article 4 - Standards 
for Specific and Uses of the Inland and Coastal Land Use and Development Code. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have No Impact on Noise. 

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, 
either directly (e.g., by proposing new homes and/or 
businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads 
or other infrastructure ? 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

DISCUSSION OF POPULATION AND HOUSING 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
lncor orated 

□ 

□ 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

No Impact 

The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment. Most of the proposed programs in the Housing Element could increase population 
growth as the Housing Element includes many programs to increase housing development. 
However, if these programs are implemented the action of revising the ILUDC and CLUDC will 
require environmental review (CEQA) at which time a through review will be completed. If 
implemented many of the proposed programs would increase both the number of new homes and 
the population of Fort Bragg. 

The 2019 Housing Element Update includes no policies or programs that would displace existing 
housing or people. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have No Impact on Population and Housing. 
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XV. PUBLIC SERVICES. 

a) Fire protection? 

b) Police protection? 

c) Schools? 

d) Parks? 

e) Other public facilities? 

DISCUSSION OF PUBLIC SERVICES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

No Impact 

!ZI 
!ZI 
!ZI 
!ZI 
!ZI 

The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment. Most of the proposed programs in the Housing Element could increase population 
growth and demand for public services as the Housing Element includes many programs to 
increase housing development. However, if the City Council chooses to implement programs that 
require an amendment to the ILUDC and CLUDC this will trigger environmental review (CEQA) 
at which time a through review of the impact on public services will be completed. However the 
analysis below is included as background as it indicates that the City likely does has sufficient 
existing public facilities to serve potential development that may result from the implementation 
of the Housing Element programs. 

a. The City is served by the Fort Bragg Fire Protection Authority (FBFPA), referred to as, Fort 
Bragg Fire Department. It is a volunteer fire department with approximately 36 firefighters and 
four auxiliary members who actively dedicate themselves to protect life and property. The fire 
department operates out of three facilities: Main Street Fire Station (141 N. Main Street), Highway 
20 Substation (32270 Highway 20), and Little Valley Fire Company (33680 Little Valley Road). 
Annually, the fire department responds to 500 to 600 calls, which vary from structure fires to public 
assists. 

b. Police protection services within the City of Fort Bragg are provided by the City of Fort Bragg 
Police Department (FBPD), located at 250 Cypress Street. 

c. Thirteen schools are located within the City of Fort Bragg. The City's schools have experienced 
declining enrollment and have excess capacity to serve additional students. 

d. The City has 209 acres of local passive and active recreational parks which is significantly 
higher than the minimum required by the Quimby Act (1 acre/3,000 residents). 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have No Impact on Public Services. 
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XVI. RECREATION 

Potentially Less Than Less Than Significant with Significant Mitigation Significant No Impact 
Impact lncor orated Impact 

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial 

□ □ □ physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be 
accelerated? 

b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction or 

□ □ □ expansion of recreational facilities which might have an 
adverse h sical effect on the environment? 

DISCUSSION OF RECREATION 
The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment, as a result the 2019 Housing Element Update would not cause any significant effect 
on recreational facilities. In addition, these issues are dealt with at the policy level in the Open 
Space Element of the Inland and Coastal General Plan, which is not being modified at this time. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have No Impact on Recreation. 

XVII. TRANSPORTATION. 

a) Conflict with a plan, ordinance or policy addressing the 
circulation system, including transit, roadways, bicycle 
lanes and edestrian aths? 

b) For a land use project, would the project conflict or be 
inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, 
subdivision b 1 ? 

c) For a transportation project, would the project conflict with 
or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, 
subdivision b 2 ? 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design 
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or 
incom atible uses e .. , farm e ui ment ? 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

DISCUSSION OF TRANSPORTATION 
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The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment, as a result the 2019 Housing Element Update would not cause any significant effect 
on transportation. Most of the proposed programs in the Housing Element could increase 
population growth and use of transportation services. However, if the City Council chooses to 
implement programs that require an amendment to the ILUDC and CLUDC this will trigger 
environmental review (CEQA) at which time a through review of the impact on transportation 
infrastructure and services will be completed. In addition, transportation issues are dealt with at 
the policy level in the Circulation Element of the Inland and Coastal General Plan, which is not 
being modified at this time. Staff has reviewed the Housing Element for consistency with the 
Transportation Element and has determined that the to elements are consistent with each other. 
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FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have No Impact on Transportation. 

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES. 

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in 
Public Resources Code §21074 as either a site, feature, 
place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined In 
terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, 
or object with cultural value to a California Native American 
tribe, and that is: 

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local 
register of historical resources as defined in Public 
Resources Code §5020.1 k ? 

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, 
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 
§5024.1? In applying the criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 
§5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the 
significance of the resource to a California Native 
American tribe. 

DISCUSSION OF TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 
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The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment. The Housing Element Update does not change programs or policies that provide 
regulatory guidance for cultural resources. These issues are dealt with in the Conservation, Open 
Space, Energy and Parks Element of the General Plan and in Chapter 18.74 Cultural Resource 
Protection of the Inland Land Use and Development Code and Chapter 17 .7 4 Cultural Resource 
Protection of the Coastal Land Use and Development Cod . The 2019 Housing Element does not 
recommend any changes to either the Coastal or the Inland Land Use and Development Code 
that would impact cultural resources. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have No Impact on Tribal Cultural Resources. 

XVIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or 
expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater 
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation 
of which could cause si nificant environmental effects? 

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project 
and reasonably foreseeable future development during 
normal, dr , and multi le d ears? 
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c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment 
provider, which serves or may serve the project that it has 

□ □ □ ~ adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand 
in addition to the provider's existinq commitments? 

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards 
□ □ □ ~ or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure? 

e) Negatively impact the provision of solid waste services or 
□ □ □ ~ impair the attainment of solid waste reduction ooals? 

f) Comply with federal, state, and local management and 
□ □ □ ~ reduction statutes and requlations related to solid waste? 

DISCUSSION OF UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 
The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment. Most of the proposed programs in the Housing Element could increase population 
growth and demand for utilities as the Housing Element includes many programs to increase 
housing development. However, if the City Council chooses to implement programs that require 
an amendment to the ILUDC and CLUDC this will trigger environmental review (CEQA) at which 
time a through review of the impact on utilities will be completed. However the analysis below is 
included as background as it indicates that the City likely does has sufficient existing public 
facilities to serve potential development that may result from the implementation of the Housing 
Element programs. 

The City of Fort Bragg Public Works Department Water Enterprise Division is responsible for raw 
water collection, treatment, and distribution of treated water to customers within and outside of 
the city limits. Additionally, the City owns and operates a water treatment plant (WTP), located at 
31301 Cedar Street in Fort Bragg. 

Water. The Public Works Department has developed a comprehensive water model to determine 
how much new development can be accommodated within the City given the additional water 
storage which has been added to the City's water system in the past four years. Two large new 
water storage features have been added, namely Summers Lain Reservoir (15 million gallons) 
and the new treated water tank (1.5 million gallons). The City diverts water from three water 
sources, and in extreme drought conditions (once every 50 years) there may not be enough water 
in these surface water sources to serve demand. The new water storage facilities are intended 
to supplement water supply when the City surface water sources may have less supply. The 
analysis by Public Works has determined that even in a 50 year drought, the new water storage 
facilities would allow the City to serve an additional 65 to 75% increase in water demand over 
2015 water demand (water demand during drought conditions with water conservation measures) 
and 47% over current (2018) water demand. In other words, the City can accommodate an 
additional 40 to 65% increase in new development. 

Wastewater. The Public Works Department is undertaking a major wastewater treatment facility 
upgrade which, when completed, will be capable of treating foreseeable Waste Water treatment 
discharges from existing and future development. 

Solid Waste. The City contracts solid waste services to Waste Management. The City's C&D 
recycling ordinance has reduced C&D waste sufficiently to comply with the requirements of state 
law. New development will be required to comply with the City's C&D ordinance. 

FINDINGS 
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The proposed project would have No Impact on Utilities and Service Systems. 

XX. WILDFIRE 

a) Impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation Ian? 

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, 
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project 
occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the 
uncontrolled s read of a wildfire? 

c) Require the installation or maintenance of associated 
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water 
sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate 
fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts 
to the environment? 

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including 
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a 
result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 
challen es? 

DISCUSSION OF WILDFIRE 
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The 2019 Housing Element would not result in any direct or indirect physical changes to the 
environment. The proposed programs in the Housing Element will not impair an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. If the City Council chooses to 
implement programs that require an amendment to the ILUDC and CLUDC this will trigger 
environmental review (CEQA) at which time a through review of the impact of the specific 
programs to be implemented on wildfire safety will be completed. 

FINDINGS 
The proposed project would have No Impact on Wildfire. 

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade 
the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce 
the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered 
plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the 
ma·or eriods of California histor or rehistor ? 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, 
but cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively 
considerable" means that the incremental effects of a 
project are considerable when viewed in connection with 
the effects of past projects, the effects of other current 

ro·ects, and the effects of robable future ro·ects . 
c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will 

cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either 
direct! or indirect! ? 
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DISCUSSION OF MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 
The project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or 
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or prehistory. No impacts were identified that are individually 
limited but cumulatively considerable. 

With the incorporation of the following mitigation measures, all potential impacts would be reduced 
to a level of less than significant: 

Mitigation Measure 1: Undertake a General Plan Amendment to revise the Residential 
Land Use Designation descriptions of the Land Use Element if the implementation or 
programs H-1.3.3, H1 .3.5, H-1.74, H-1.7.5 and H-1.7.8 result in a conflict with the maximum 
density permissible in residential zoning districts. 

Mitigation Measure 2: Undertake a General Plan Amendment to revise Policy LU-2.4 if the 
implementation or program H-2.9.3 results in a conflict with the annexation standards of the 
Land Use Element. 

Mitigation Measure 3: Undertake a General Plan Amendment to revise Policies CD-2.1 and 
CD-2.3 if the implementation or program H-1.7.6 could result in a conflict with the design 
review requirements of these policies of the Community Design Element. 
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